We wish to make the following three corrections to the published paper [1] . First, one of the objectives of this study was incorrect. The correct objective was to determine whether the quality of newspaper articles on suicide that were published following the appeals for emergency recommendation for suicide reporting by the media showed any improvement of the guideline adherence compared with those published before the appeals. Second, the period during which there was a significant difference between the charcoal-burning and hydrogen-sulfide groups (p < 0.001)-approximately 70% of the articles reported were about charcoal-burning suicides-was incorrect. The correct period was the January-September period. Third, the statement that there was a higher proportion of articles about suicide by charcoal burning than about suicide by hydrogen sulfide violating the elements of violation score was incorrect. The correct statement is that there was a higher proportion of articles about suicide by hydrogen sulfide than about suicide by charcoal burning following the implementation of guidelines on reporting suicides in the media; the exceptions concerned reporting the suicide method and not reporting the poor condition of the suicide survivor.
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We apologize for any inconvenience caused to the readers by this error. The article will be updated and the original will remain on the article webpage.
